I will say, at the start, that I have never been very much of a believer in the conservative method of treating the pulp, that is as regards trying to save the pulp after it has been fully exposed. I may agree with the doctor in certain cases where it is advisable. I believe in trying to protect the pulp from thermal changes, and I presume every dentist present also believes in it. The doctor states some cases, which he thinks are favorable cases for conservative treatment of the pulp, and among others those in which the pain has been caused by a pressure of food or various foreign substances against the pulp. I take issue with him on that point. If the pressure has been sufficient to cause decided pain, I believe it has been sufficient to press the pulp out of its proper relation with the tubuli of the dentine.
We believe, although it has not been fully proven, that there is a vital connection between the pulp and the dentine. We have that demonstrated to us every day in the sensitiveness of the dentine. If this pressure has been sufficient to disturb the relation of the parts, that, will they be re-established is a question in my mind. I think they will not. If cold, and at another time to heat. I think where they are more sensitive to hot applications that there is less chance of saving pulps than when they are sensitive to cold ones. It seems to show that the hyperaemia has gone on until it verges on congestion. There is more fluid in the pulp and in the surrounding tissue, and therefore there is less chance, to my mind, of saving the pulp. We often hear it advocated that even parts of the pulp can be saved, even after the bulbous portion has been destroyed. I 
